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Comment A-1Response 
 
A-1  United States 
Environmental                        
Protection Agency 
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Comment A-1 (Continued) Response 
 
A-1  United States 
Environmental                     
Protection Agency 
 
1.  A VE study comparison table 
has been added to Chapter 2 of this 
document. 
 
2.  Further explanation of Best 
Management Practices has been 
added to the document in Geology 
and Soils sections and Water 
Quality sections, and has been 
defined in the Glossary. 
 
3.  The former Costich Fertilizer 
Plant has also been investigated.  
Approximately 530 yd3 of 
petroleum contaminated soil was 
identified.  All regulated, 
petroleum contaminated soils will 
also be removed from this site and 
properly disposed of in accordance 
with State and Federal 
Regulations.  Eleven drums of 
unidentified liquid were also noted 
on site.  Due to the extraordinary 
quantity of machinery and other 
non-hazardous solid wastes on this 
site, access to these was not 
available during the investigation.  
The contents of these drums 
remain secure and intact, therefore 
no issues other than proper 
identification and disposal are 
being anticipated. 
The parcel referred to as Swanson 
Hay Trucking has undergone an 
intrusive hazardous materials 
investigation.  An investigative 
summary is shown in Chapter 4 of 
the FSEIS.  This site contains an 
estimated 65 yd3 of petroleum 
contaminated soil associated with 
a fueling function.  Soil exceeding 
regulatory cleanup levels will be 
removed and properly disposed  
of prior to construction.   
 
 
 

3 

2 

1 

4 

4.  Because hazardous materials cleanup of these parcels will be 
performed prior to construction, temporary stormwater controls on 
and around these sites will be implemented during cleanup.  
Appropriate permanent stormwater controls will be implemented. 
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Comment A-1 (Continued) Response 
 
A-1  United States 
Environmental                    
Protection Agency 
 
5.  The wetland section in Chapter 
4 of the FSEIS, states that there 
are two wetlands within the 
proposed right-of-way, but 
“construction will be designed to 
avoid impact to both of these 
wetlands”.  This is in accordance 
with, rather than contradictory to, 
the statement in the Summary of 
the FSEIS.  The bulleted 
information in the Summary 
section has been added to Chapter 
4. 
 
6.  The two wetlands have been 
classified and rated, and the 
additional descriptions have been 
added to the Wetlands sections of 
the FSEIS in Chapters 3 and 4. 
 
7.  The spring-fed wetland has 
been further described in Chapters 
3 and 4, and smaller scale maps 
have been added to provide detail 
on the spatial relationship of the 
proposed project and the wetland 
areas. 
 
8.  Upon further investigation, it 
was determined that landslide 
deposition soils are not impacted 
by the alternative alignments.  
The FSEIS has been revised to 
reflect this, in the Geology and 
Soils sections.  The explanation of 
how the environmental and safety 
issues will be addressed and what 
methods will be used to avoid 
detrimental impacts exists, in the 
FSEIS under the Mitigation 
heading for the Geology and Soils 
section in Chapter 4.  
 

4

5

6

7
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Comment A-1 (Continued) Response 
 
A-1  United States 
Environmental                     
Protection Agency 
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Comment A-2 Response 
 
A-2  United States  
Department of the           
Interior 
 
1.  This letter was responded to in 
a letter dated July 13, 2000 from 
James B. Prudente.  A copy 
follows the Department of the 
Interior’s letter. 
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Comment A-2 (Continued) Response 
 
A-2  United States  
Department of the           
Interior 
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Comment A-3 Response 
 
A-3 Spokane County 
Division of Engineering 
and Roads 
 
1.  Determined that cul-de-sacs 
will be designed to urban 
standards inside the UGA and 
rural standards outside the UGA. 
 
2.  The current limits of 
improvements will be inside the 
ROW lines shown on the access 
plans.  Certain roads have 
“turnback” lines which designate 
sections that will be improved 
then turned back to the local 
agency.  The WSDOT will work 
with Spokane County to develop a 
process whereby Spokane County 
has the opportunity to review and 
comment on contract plans during 
the design phase.  More detailed 
designs will be developed in the 
Plans, Specifications and 
Estimates phase. 
 
3.  Frontage road profiles were 
re-designed to eliminate any 
sections with grades flatter than 
0.5%.  A design deviation will be 
submitted for the FR3 line. 
 
4.  Access to each parcel that will 
remain after construction has been 
addressed during the development 
of the access plans and 
preliminary design phase. The  
WSDOT will provide access to 
frontage roads by construction of 
new driveways, or reconfiguring 
existing driveways. 
 
5.  Arterials outside the urban area 
only have sidewalk on one side. 
 
6.  All ramp intersections with 
County Arterial Roads have been 
designed with a skew angle of 15 
degrees or less. 

7.  The transition information from new widened construction 
to the existing road width is shown on the preliminary 
interchange plans sent to you in the previous submittal.  If 
there is a specific location you have a question about please 
let us know. 
 

1
2

3

4
5

6

7
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Comment A-3 (Continued) Response 
 
A-3 Spokane County 
Division of Engineering 
and Roads 
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Comment A-4Response 
 
A-4  Spokane County, 
Division of Engineering 
and Roads 
 
1.  The Regional Transportation 
Plan (RTP), or Spokane Regional 
Transportation Council’s 20-year 
Metropolitan Transportation Plan, 
was used for modeling the NSC 
Preferred Alternative Alignment 
in the spring of 1999. Bigelow 
Gulch Road and Forker Road 
were part of the RTP at that time  
and therefore are reflected in  
the traffic and air quality 
modeling.  Modeling will be 
updated as projects within the 
NSC are funded. Any changes  
in the RTP as well as any other 
enhancements to the 
transportation system will be 
reflected in future modeling. 
 
2.  The WSDOT makes 
reasonable efforts to maintain 
existing traffic patterns, 
emergency vehicle access, and 
response times during 
construction. Any circumstances 
that require the closure or 
construction related use of a city 
or county road will be coordinated 
and pre-approved with the 
appropriate local agency before 
construction.  Local agencies will 
be contacted as details of the 
individual construction projects 
are determined.  
 
3. The construction sequence for 
the NSC as outlined in the March 
2000 Implementation Plan shows 
construction beginning in Section 
1 from Hawthorne Road to US 2, 
then from US 2 to US 395 in 
Section 2.  Section 3 extends from 
the Spokane River to Francis 
Avenue, but constructs arterial 
and railroad improvements only.  
 
   

This section could be sequenced to happen during construction of 
the first two sections and is essentially a preparatory phase for 
Section 4.  Section 4 then constructs the NSC between Francis and 
Hawthorne but includes all excavation south to the Spokane River.  
 
4.  The referenced statement reflects the comments we received 
from the school district transportation coordinator and a 
neighborhood representative.  The text has been revised to clarify 
this.   

1

2

3
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Comment A-5 Response 
 
A-5  City of Spokane, 
Department of 
Engineering Services 
 
1.  The FSEIS has been revised to 
reflect that the City of Spokane 
has withdrawn the Francis Avenue 
/ Market Street intersection 
project (Related Actions section 
of the Summary, Transportation 
section of Chapter 3, and General 
Coordination section of Chapter 
5). 
 
2.  Comment noted.  During the 
design phase for the various 
sections of the NSC, the WSDOT 
will coordinate with local 
agencies on issues dealing with 
detour routes, construction 
impacts to streets and roads, 
capacity, and maintenance.   
 
3.  Comment noted.  The City of 
Spokane may formally request 
this action through the WSDOT 
Eastern Region Planning Office.    
 
4.  Comments noted. 
 
 
 

1 

2 

3 
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Comment A-5 (Continued) Response 
 
A-5  City of Spokane, 
Department of  
Engineering Services             

4
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Comment A-6 Response 
 
A-6  City of Spokane, 
Parks and Recreation 
Department   
 
1.  Comment noted.  The WSDOT 
met with Paul Crutchfield of City 
Parks and Recreation on August 3, 
2000 to discuss and clarify issues.  
(He will present his report to the 
Spokane Park Board in September 
2000.)               
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Comment A-7 Response 
 
A-7  City of Spokane,              
Department of   Engineering 
Services 
 
1.  Comments noted. 
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Comment A-8 Response 
 
A-8  Community Colleges 
of Spokane Foundation 
 
1.  The Right of way has been 
adjusted so that there are no 
impacts to the Community 
Colleges of Spokane Foundation 
building. 
 
2.  The North Spokane Corridor is 
approximately 40 feet below 
existing ground near the 
Community Colleges of Spokane 
Foundation building.  There will 
also be a Pedestrian/Bicycle path 
between the property and the 
Corridor which will serve as a 
buffer.  An air quality analysis 
was performed for the corridor 
and has shown no mitigation is 
required.  A noise analysis was 
performed and has shown that no 
mitigation for noise from the 
North Spokane Corridor is 
required in this area. 

1

2
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Comment A-8  (Continued) Response 
 
A-8  Community Colleges  
of Spokane Foundation 
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Comment A-8  (Continued) Response 
 
A-8  Community Colleges  
of Spokane Foundation 
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Comment B-1 Response 
 
B-1  Kaiser Aluminum 
 
1.  Comments noted.  Kaiser will 
be made aware of any plan 
changes affecting their properties 
which occur in the adoption of 
Findings and Order plans. 
 
 

1
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Comment B-1 (Continued) Response 
 
B-1  Kaiser Aluminum 
 
2.  The WSDOT will contact 
Kaiser during the development 
of the contract plans for this 
area.  The WSDOT is under no 
obligation to provide screening 
for adjacent properties along 
public rights of way. 
 
3.  Comment noted. 
 
4.  Kaiser ingress and egress 
along Farwell Road and US 2 
will be affected by the 
completion of the NSC.  Full 
access control will be 
implemented on US 2 from just 
south of Pittsburg Street north to 
Deer Road.  Also, portions of 
Farwell Road east and west of 
US 2 will also have Full Access 
control implemented.  The 
WSDOT will ensure that the 
outflow to Deadman Creek 
meets Kaisers capacity 
requirements of no less than 50 
cubic feet per second or 32 
million gallons per day.  In an 
attempt to minimize the size of 
the NSC drainage ponds they are 
designed to only accommodate 
the impervious areas created by 
the NSC.  Future development of 
impervious area on Kaiser 
property would be coordinated 
with Spokane County. 
 
 

2
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Comment B-2 Response 
 
B-2  Modern Office 
Equipment 
 
1.  The WSDOT will revise the 
existing driveways to maintain 
access to Grace Street. 

1 
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Comment B-3  Response 
 
B-3  Groff & Murphy, 
L.L.C. 
 
1.  The WSDOT has not 
received a request for air quality 
reports or other environmental 
documents from the Douglasses 
or their representatives.  All 
environmental documents are 
available to the public.   
 
2.  The FSEIS discusses the 
IUGA in Chapter 3, including 
the impact of the proposed NSC 
on developable residential land.  
The FSEIS states: “Planning for 
population accommodation 
requires land capacity 
calculation.  Estimates of  
land capacity done by the county 
reflect the amount of land 
necessarily dedicated to public 
facilities.  The county has 
accounted for the NSC land area 
in its land capacity estimates 
within the IUGA”.  The FSEIS 
compares the impact of the 
location of the NSC on 
developing areas, rather than 
proposed development. In 
Chapter 4, the FSEIS states: “In 
comparison to the FEIS 
Alignment, the proposed  
Preferred Alternative aligns 
closer to the edges of developing 
areas rather than bisecting them.  
It keeps the corridor closer to the 
northern edge of the IUGA, 
rather than cutting through 
rapidly developing 
neighborhoods between US 395 
and US 2.  The revision allows 
this area within the IUGA to 
develop in a more cohesive 
manner”. 
 
 
 
 
  

3.  The FSEIS discusses changes in zoning and residential 
development in Chapter 3.  Stonehorse Bluff is not included here 
since it was a preliminary plat which had not proceeded with 
rezoning, and for which an EIS had not been accepted. In Chapter 
4, the FSEIS discusses the impact of the NSC on potential 
development and preliminary plats, including Stonehorse bluff.  
Additionally, Chapter 4 of the FSEIS discusses the status of 
Stonehorse Bluff and the impacts of the FEIS Alignment 
compared to the Preferred Alternative on the potential number of 
lots. 
 
 

1 

2 
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Comment B-3  (Continued) Response 
 
B-3  Groff & Murphy, L.L.C.  
 
4.  See response 3. 

4
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Comment B-4 Response 
 
B-4  Spokane Area Good  
Roads Association 
 
1.  Comments noted. 
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Comment B-5Response 
 
B-5  Bicycle Alliance of 
Washington  
 
1.  Comments noted.                
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Comment C-1 Response 
 
C-1  Robert W. Apple 
 
1.  Comment noted. 
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Comment C-2 Response 
 
C-2    Michael Brewer 
 
1.  The WSDOT is aware of the 
development proposed in this area. 
The segment of the NSC between 
I-90 and the Spokane River will be 
further evaluated over the coming 
year.  
 
2.  Comments noted. 
 

2

1
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Comment C-3 Response 
 
C-3  Larry Cameron 
 
1.  Information provided. 
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Comment C-4 Response 
 
C-4  Sam Compogno 
 
1.  The WSDOT design office and 
Real Estate Services staff met with 
Mr. Compogno at his home on 
August 10, 2000.  The details of 
his parcel as located on the access 
hearing plan and location in 
relation to the North Spokane 
Corridor were explained.  Real 
Estate Services staff also described 
the property acquisition and 
relocation programs. 
 
2.  The WSDOT is required to 
follow the Uniform Relocation 
Assistance and Real Property 
Acquisition Act of 1970, as 
amended in 1978.  When 
replacement housing is required, 
homeowner-occupants who have 
occupied the residence to be 
acquired for at least 180 days prior 
to the date of the first written offer 
to purchase the property, are 
eligible for specific relocation 
benefits.  The homeowner is also 
eligible for the price difference, if 
any, between the amount the 
WSDOT pays for the displaced 
person’s home and the asking price 
of the best available comparable 
property (as determined by the 
WSDOT). 
 
3.  Changing Market/Greene Street 
and Nevada/Hamilton Street to a 
one way couplet such as 
Maple/Ash Streets would be 
impractical with Market Street and 
Nevada Street being over one mile 
apart.  The additional traffic would 
use east/west streets to crossover 
between the two arterials.  This 
would add traffic to arterial and 
residential streets. 
 
4.  Comments noted. 

1
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Comment C-5 Response 
 
C-5    Paul B. Dougherty 
 
1.  There is not sufficient distance 
between Wellesley Avenue and 
Euclid Avenue to allow an 
interchange at each location.  The 
interchange at Wellesley was 
chosen over Euclid due to the 
significant impact to the 
residential neighborhood in the 
Euclid Vicinity.  Impacts include 
purchasing homes and increased 
traffic through residential areas 
and school in the Euclid Vicinity. 
 
2.  Comment noted.  The design of 
the North Spokane Corridor from  
I-90 to the Spokane River is 
presently underway and has not 
been finalized. 

2 

1 
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Comment C-6 Response 
 
C-6    Paul B. Dougherty 
 
1.  Traffic capacity studies have 
been performed to determine the 
number of lanes required for the 
projected volume  of traffic in the 
year 2020.  The right of way 
footprint for the North Spokane 
Corridor between US 2 and 
Francis Avenue provides 
sufficient width for additional 
lanes to be constructed as may be  
required for future expansion. 
 
2.  See C-5, response 1. 
 
3.  See C-5, response 2. 

1
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Comment C-6   (Continued) Response 
 
C-6    Paul B. Dougherty 
 
4.  Comment noted.  

3 

4 
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Comment C-7 Response 
 
C-7   Paul B. Dougherty 
 
1.  See C-5, response 1. 
 
2.  The WSDOT is presently 
constructing an interchange on US 
395 at Hatch Road 1.4 miles north 
of the Little Spokane River.  This 
project is scheduled for 
completion Summer 2001.  This 
interchange will provide 
southbound US 395 traffic with 
access to Wandermere Road.  
Wandermere Road can also be 
accessed from the US 2/Farewell 
Road interchange by using Farwell
Road. 
 
 

1
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Comment C-8 Response 
 
C-8  Loren Dudley 
 
1.  The current design for the 
pedestrian/bicycle trail will 
terminate at Wandermere Road.  
Extension of the pedestrian/bicycle 
trail to the Little Spokane River 
bridge is beyond the scope of this 
project.  However, the Wandermere 
Road shoulders are sufficient to 
convey pedestrian/bicycle 
movement to the Wandermere 
Bridge.  Comments noted. 
 
2.  Information provided.  1 

2 
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Comment C-9 Response 
 
C-9  Gil Hart 
 
1.  Information Provided. 
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Comment C-10 Response 
 
C-10   David & Jan Kirkman 
 
1.  The WSDOT will construct a 
14-foot noise wall along the south 
side of the North Spokane Corridor 
(NSC) in this area.  The NSC 
mainline is below existing ground 
southeast of the Kirkman 
residence, rises to ground level, 
and then drops below ground as it 
proceeds northwest. 
 
2.  Comment noted. 1 

2 
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Comment C-11Response 
 
C-11  David & Jan Kirkman 
 
1.  Traffic noise impacts and 
mitigation are discussed in Chapter 
4 of the FSEIS.  Since the 
publication of the Draft 
Supplemental EIS the WSDOT has 
committed to provide noise 
abatement in the vicinity of Garden 
Avenue and Winger Road.  
Lighting of the NSC will be in 
compliance with the WSDOT 
Traffic Manual, and provides 
necessary illumination at merge 
points for traffic safety.  However, 
the WSDOT will preserve existing 
trees where possible to afford 
screening for lighting and visual 
impacts.  Air Quality Analysis is 
discussed in Chapter 4 of the 
FSEIS. 
 
 

1 
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Comment C-11  (Continued) Response 
 
C-11  David & Jan Kirkman 
 
2.  Impacts to the Garden City 
neighborhood are recognized and 
discussed in Chapters 3 and 4 of the 
FSEIS. 
 
3.  Potential impacts to property values 
are discussed in Chapter 4 of the 
FSEIS. 
 

1 
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Comment C-12 Response 
 
C-12  David & Jan Kirkman 
 
1.  Classified as a design comment. 
 
2.  Comment noted. 
 
3.  The WSDOT has coordinated 
with Fire District 9 regarding 
response times and emergency 
vehicle access.  The fire district has 
expressed no concerns regarding 
response times or access to this 
area. 
 
4.  The design of the North 
Spokane Corridor through the 
Garden City vicinity includes 
provisions for a pedestrian/bicycle 
trail to link the Northwood Middle 
School and Farwell Elementary 
School area with the 
neighborhoods east of the corridor. 

2
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Comment C-12  (Continued) Response 
 
C-12  David & Jan Kirkman 
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Comment C-13 Response 
 
C-13    Klein 
 
1.  Classified as a design comment. 
 
2.  Comments noted.  The WSDOT 
has modified the alignment of 
Frontage Road 4 (FR4) to create a 
more equitable take between the 
two parcels. 
 

1
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Comment C-13  (Continued) Response 
 
C-13    Klein 2 
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Comment C-14 Response 
 
C-14    L. Klein 
 
1.  See C-13, response 2. 
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Comment C-15 Response 
 
C-15    Lotti Klein 
 
1.  Comments noted. 
 
2.  See C-13, response 2. 

1 
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Comment C-16 Response 
 
C-16    Lotti W. Klein 
 
1.  Comments noted. 

1
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Comment C-16  (Continued) Response 
 
C-16    Lotti W. Klein 
 
2.  See C-13, response 2. 

1 
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Comment C-17Response 
 
C-17   Walter J. Knopp 
 
1.  The current NSC design will 
connect Frontage Road 5 (FR5) to 
Deer Road.   
 
2.  Presently, the US 2 and Deer 
Road intersection meets WSDOT 
minimum sight distance 
requirements and is deemed as a 
“safe intersection” with the current 
traffic volumes on Deer Road. 
 
3.  Comment noted. 
 
4.  Spokane County is the 
regulating land use agency for your 
affected parcels. 
 
5.  Spokane County is the 
Regulating land use agency and 
processed your application and 
solicited recommendations from 
affected parties.  The WSDOT 
recommended realignment of Deer 
Road to Freya Street in order to 
reduce the potential of accidents at 
the US 2 and Deer Road 
intersection.  Spokane County 
considered this and other 
recommendations in granting 
conditional approval for your 
subdivision. 
 
6.  Comment noted. 
 
7.  Currently the US 2 and Deer 
Road intersection meets WSDOT 
minimum sight distance 
requirements and is deemed as a 
“safe intersection” with the current 
traffic volumes on Deer Road.  
However, any significant traffic 
volume increase on Deer Road 
would force WSDOT to consider 
channelization and sign revisions 
to limit the US 2 and Deer Road 
intersection to right-in, right-out 
traffic movements.  

1

4
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Response 
 
C-18  Bill, Ben, & Gen 
LaPoint 
 
1.  Comment noted. 
 
 

Comment C-18
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Comment C-19   Response 
 
C-19  Shane & Julie Lee 
 
1.  The traffic model used for the 
Air Quality Analysis shows a slight 
overall reduction in traffic volume 
on Shady Slope Road with the 
construction of the NSC as 
compared to without the NSC in the 
year 2020.  In addition, the NSC 
design provides for the elimination 
of the High Accident Location at 
Shady Slope Road and US 2. 
 
2.  See C-11, response 2. 
 
3.  See C-11, response 3. 
 
4.  See C-11, response 1. 
 
5.  Comment noted. 
 

1
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Comment C-20 Response 
 
C-20    John S. Marshall 
 
1.  Comments noted. 
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Comment C-20  (Continued) Response 
 
C-20   John S. Marshall 
 
1.  Comments noted. 
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Comment C-20  (Continued) Response 
 
C-20    John S. Marshall 
 
1.  These comments were responded 
to in a letter dated April 3, 2000 from 
Keith L. Martin.  A copy follows Mr. 
Marshall’s letter. 

1
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Comment C-20  (Continued) Response 
 
C-20    John S. Marshall 
 
 

1
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Response 
 
C-20    John S. Marshall 
 
 

Comment C-20  (Continued) 
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Response 
 
C-20    John S. Marshall 
 
 

Comment C-20  (Continued) 
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Comment C-21 Response 
 
C-21    John S. Marshall 
 
1.  Comment noted. 
 
2.  The detailed design of the 
Pittsburg cul-de-sac will not take 
place until the WSDOT develops 
the contract plans for construction 
for this section of the project.  The 
cul-de-sac will then be designed to 
the latest Spokane County 
standards.  At that time, the 
WSDOT will give practical 
consideration to ingress and egress 
issues relating to the cul-de-sac.   
 
3.  No extension of Winger Road is 
planned as part of the North 
Spokane Corridor project. 
 

1 

2 
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Comment C-21  (Continued) Response 
 
C-21    John S. Marshall 
 
4.  At this stage of project design, the 
WSDOT cannot commit to supplying 
fill material to level a portion of your 
property.  This type of commitment 
can be discussed during the real estate 
negotiation phase once funds are 
available to purchase your property. 
 
5.  Comment noted. 
 
6.  At this time, the WSDOT is not 
considering additional 
pedestrian/bicycle trails or bridges 
beyond the current proposals.  
Through a public meeting held on 
February 8, 2000, four trail 
alternatives were presented to 
residents of the Garden City area.  The 
residents selected the route they felt 
was the safest, most direct and 
economical, and provided the best 
service to the community.  The 
regional pedestrian/bicycle trail, 
located with the assistance of targeted 
interest groups, lies on the south side 
of the NSC between US 2 and 
Wandermere. 
 

4 
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Comment C-21  (Continued) Response 
 
C-21    John S. Marshall 
 
7.  Comment noted. 7 
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Comment C-22 Response 
 
C-22  Pat Mertens 
 
1.  Comment noted. 
 
2.  See Chapter 2, Bypass/Beltway 
section of the 1997 FEIS. 
 

1 
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Comment C-22 (Continued) Response 
 
C-22  Pat Mertens 
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Comment C-22 (Continued) Response 
 
C-22  Pat Mertens 
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Comment C-23 Response 
 
C-23  Kurt Niven 
 
1.  Comments noted. 
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Comment C-24 Response 
 
C-24  Larry Rees 
 
1.  Impacts to the Garden City 
neighborhood are recognized and 
discussed in Chapters 3 and 4 in 
the FSEIS. 
 
2.  See C-11, response 1. 
 
3.  Comment noted. 
 
4.  See Chapter 2 in the 1997 FEIS 
and FSEIS. 
 
 

1 

2 

3 
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Comment C-24  (Continued) Response 
 
C-24  Larry Rees 
 
5.  Comment noted. 
 
6.  See Chapter 2, Bypass/Beltway 
section of the 1997 FEIS. 
 
7.  Property values are discussed in 
the summary section and in Chapter 
4 of the FSEIS. 
 

5 

6 
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Comment C-25 Response 
 
C-25  Larry Rees 
 
1.  Impacts and mitigation of 
impacts to the Garden City 
neighborhood are documented in  
Chapter 4 of the FSEIS in several 
sections.  
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Comment C-26   Response 
 
C-26  Larry Rees 
 
1.  Classified as a design comment. 
 
2.  Comment noted. 
 
3.  The WSDOT has coordinated 
with Fire District 9 regarding 
response times and emergency 
vehicle access in the Shady Slope 
area.  The present NSC design 
provides safer emergency and 
public access by grade separating 
Shady Slope Road from US 2, thus 
eliminating a High Accident 
Location (HAL) at the existing US 
2 and Shady Slope Road 
intersection. 
 
4.  Comment noted. 

1 

2 

3 
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Comment C-27 Response 
 
C-27 Tom Wichman &  
Karen Sand-Wichman 
 
1.  Comment noted. 
 
2.  The current NSC design shows 
no construction impacts to the trees 
at the east end of Carlson Court. 

1 

2 
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Comment C-28 Response 
 
C-28  Tom Wichman &  
Karen Sand-Wichman 
 
1.  Comment noted. 
 
2.  Crestline Street will remain a 
two-way residential street. 
 
3.  The intersection of Crestline 
Street and Farwell Road will 
continue to serve as local access to 
the Northwood and Farwell schools.  
However, access to Crestline Street 
to and from Farwell Road may be 
limited to right in and right out 
turning movements due to proposed 
residential development along 
Farwell/Hastings Road.  This may 
divert some of the local school and 
neighborhood traffic to the 
intersection of Pittsburg Street and 
Farwell Road.  Currently, this 
intersection is under the control of 
the Spokane county Public Works 
Department.  The WSDOT will work 
with Spokane County to provide the 
best possible solution. 
 
4.  Air Quality impacts are discussed 
in Chapter 4 of the FSEIS. 

1 

2 
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Comment C-29 Response 
 
C-29  Tom Wichman & 
Karen Sand-Wichman  
 
1.  Crestline Street will remain a 
two-way residential street. 
 
2.  See C-28, response 3. 
 
3.  The WSDOT has coordinated 
with Fire District 9 regarding 
response times and emergency 
vehicle access. 
 
4.  See response 1.   

1 

2 

3 
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Comment C-30 Response 
 
C-30  Sharon Snyder 
 
1.  Comment noted. 
 
2.  See “Alternatives” in Chapter 2 of 
the FSEIS. 

1 
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Comment C-31 Response 
 
C-31  Sharon Snyder 
 
1.  The purpose and need for the 
NSC is discussed in Chapter 1 of 
the 1997 FEIS. 
 
2.  Comment noted. 

1 
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Comment C-32 Response 
 
C-32    Sharon Snyder 
 
1.  The design of the North 
Spokane Corridor through the 
Garden City vicinity includes 
provisions for a pedestrian/bicycle 
trail to link the Northwood Middle 
School and Farwell Elementary 
School area with the 
neighborhoods east of the corridor. 
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Comment C-33 Response 
 
C-33  Mary Jane Thompson 
 
1.  Comments noted. 
 
2.  See C-19, response 2. 
 
3.  Comments noted. 

1 
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Comment C-33 (Continued) Response 
 
C-33  Mary Jane Thompson 3 
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Comment C-34 Response 
 
C-34  Mary Jane Thompson 
 
1.  1.  The Preferred Alternative is 
over 650 feet to the north and 800 
feet to the east of your home.  The 
Traffic Noise Impact Analysis, 
detailed in Chapter 4, was 
performed in accordance with Title 
23 Code of Federal Regulations 
with guidance from the Federal 
Highway Administration (FHWA).  
This section in Chapter 4 describes 
how all allowable abatement will 
be provided. 
 
2.  Area wildlife is discussed in the 
FSEIS in Chapters 3 and 4.  The 
Biological Assessment found that 
the Preferred Alternative passes 
through more forested undeveloped 
and suburban land than the FEIS 
Alignment, and therefore will have 
higher impact on the wildlife 
presently occupying this portion of 
Spokane County.  Overall, 
however, the project will have 
minimal impact on wildlife habitat, 
since the majority of the project is 
within urban area or designated 
urban growth area. 
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Comment C-34  (Continued) Response 
 
C-34  Mary Jane Thompson 
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Comment C-35 Response 
 
C-35  Mary Jane Thompson 
 
1.  Future traffic projections due to 
growth indicate that even without 
the NSC, the Farwell Road & 
Crestline Street intersection will be 
limited to right-in and right-out 
turning movements due to the 
increase of traffic on 
Farwell/Hastings Road. 
 
2.  Future traffic accessing the 
Farwell and Northwood schools will 
continue to have two access points.  
The Farwell Road and Crestline 
Street intersection will be designed 
to limit traffic movements to right in 
and right out onto Crestline Street.  
The intersection of Farwell Road 
and Pittsburg Street intersection will 
continue to function with full left 
and right turn movements. 
 
3.  The Shady Slope area residents 
will have access to the Garden City 
area by the NSC pedestrian/bicycle 
trail with connections at Lacey 
Street, Center Court, and Crestline 
Street via Carlson Court. 

1 
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Comment C-35 (Continued) Response 
 
C-35  Mary Jane Thompson 3 
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Comment C-36   Response 
 
C-36  Susan S. Walker 
 
1.  Traffic noise impacts and 
mitigation are discussed in Chapter 
4 of the FSEIS. 
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Comment C-37  Response 
 
C-37  Wendy Warner 
 
1.  Due to the implementation of 
full access control on US 2 
between Pittsburg Road and Deer 
Road, a frontage road, will be 
constructed to provide access for 
homes currently fronting on US 2.  
Extending the proposed frontage 
road on the south side of US 2 to 
Deer Road instead of the proposed 
location would cost an estimated 
additional $100,000.  It also would 
have a very similar impact to the 
undisturbed area you reference, 
which is slowly becoming an 
isolated pocket of habitat.  As 
desirable as it is to area wildlife, 
urban growth and development will 
only further isolate this piece of 
property.  Larger wildlife will 
eventually be forced to move out 
while songbirds and other small 
mammals will adapt, especially 
where concerned landowners such 
as yourself provide appropriate 
habitat for them. 
 
2.  The options available for the 
frontage roads in this area are 
limited.  The main concern and 
responsibility reflected in the 
proposed design is to provide the 
safest possible access for existing 
residents and the traveling public 
on US 2. 
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Comment C-37  (Continued) Response 
 
C-37  Wendy Warner 
 
3.  Comment noted. 
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